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Abstract
In this work, we investigate the form factors of B. decays into J/W¥,(2S,3S),n.,

1e(25,35), Xc0, Xe1, he and X (3872) mesons in the covariant light-front quark model (CLFQM).
)

tions are also included. In order to obtain the form factors for the physical transition processes,

For the purpose of the branching ratio calculation, the form factors of B, — D), Dg* transi-
we need to extend these form factors from the space-like region to the time-like region. The ¢>-
dependence for each transition form factor is also plotted. Then, using the factorization method,
we calculate the branching ratios of 80 B, decay channels with a charmonium involved in each
mode. Most of our predictions are comparable to the results given by other approaches. As
to the decays with the radially excited-state S-wave charmonia involved, such as (2S5, 3S5) and
1:(25,35), two sets of parameters for their light-front wave functions, corresponding to scenario
I (SI) and scenario IT (SII), are adopted to calculate the branching ratios. By comparing with
the future experimental data, one can discriminate which parameters are more favored.
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I. INTRODUCTION

During the period from the 1970s to 1980s, the light-front quark model (LFQM) was
developed [1, 2] to deal with nonperturbative physical quantities such as decay constants,
transition form factors, and so on. This relativistic quark model is based on a light-front
formalism [3] and quantum chromodynamics (QCD) light-front quantization [4]. The
LFQM can provide a relativistic treatment of the hadron momentum and fully treatment
of the quark spin by using the so-called Melosh rotation. At the same time, the light-front
wave functions are independent of the hadron momentum and thus are manifestly Lorentz
invariant. Equipped with these advantages, the LFQM becomes a convenient approach
and has been employed to calculate decay constants and form factors [3-9]. While under
the LEFQM, the constituent quark and antiquark in a bound state are required to be
on their mass shells, which makes degrees of freedom of light-front momentum become
three and the Lorentz covariance of the matrix elements to be lost. The usual practice is
only taking the plus component (@ = +) of the current matrix elements, which will miss
the zero-mode contributions. However, lacking the zero-mode contributions sometimes
affects the calculation accuracy. Unfortunately, such conventional LFQM approach with
defect is powerless to calculate the zero-mode contributions. At the end of the twentieth
century, Jaus put forward the covariant Light-Front quark model (CLFQM) [10]. The
previous LFQM is usually called the standard Light-Front quark model (SLFQM) [10].
The CLFQM is more convincing than the SLFQM. In the CLFQM approach [10], when
evaluating the light-front matrix element from the momentum loop integral by a light-
front decomposition to the internal momentum and carrying out the integration over
the minus component (p~ = p® — p3) by means of contour methods, one will encounter
additional spurious contribution proportional to the light-like vector w* = (0, 2,0, ), which
violates the covariance. While this spurious contribution is just canceled by the zero-mode
contribution, at the same time the covariance of the current matrix elements is restored,
and all the problems can be resolved. Since the popular CLFQM was proposed, it has been
widely used to study the form factors and the decay constants of the ground-state S-wave
and low-lying P-wave mesons, and is further applied to phenomenological studies about
B, decays [11-15]. Certainly, there still exist some discussions about the self-consistency
of the CLFQM, for example, the decay constant of the vector meson, which is different
as a result of extracting from different polarization (longitudinal and transverse) states
[16-19).

B. meson decays have received extensive attention because of its unique structure in the
Standard Model. The B, meson is the only heavy meson composed of two heavy quarks
with different flavors (b and c), which cannot annihilate into gluons (photon) via strong
(electromagnetic) interaction. Decays of the B. meson occur only via weak interaction,
which includes three types at the quark level, the b — c(u), ¢ — s(d) transitions, and the
weak annihlilations. Although the phase space of the ¢ quark decays is much smaller than
that of the b quark decays, the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix elements
are greatly in favor of the ¢ quark decays (i.e., |Ves| > |V, [Veal > |Vis|), which provide
about 70% of the B, decay width, while the b quark decays and the weak annihilations only
amount to about 20% and 10%, respectively [20]. On the experimental side, since the B,
meson was first discovered by the Collider Detector at Fermilab (CDF) collaboration via
the decay of B, — J/W¥lv in 1.8 TeV pp collisions at the Fermilab Tevatron, many B, decay
channels have been observed by the Large Hadron Collider beauty (LHCb) collaboration,
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TABLE I: Feynman rules for the vertices iI'}, of the incoming meson-quark-antiquark, where
p} and po are the quark and antiquark momenta, respectively.

M (2S+1LJ) ZP/]M
pseudoscalar (150) Hps
vector (*91) iHy, [W - WL\// (p1 — pz)“]
scalar (®Py) —iHy
axial (P))  |—iHj, [fm + W%A (r} — pz)u} 5
axial (lPl) —iH{A {ﬁ () _p2)4 5
A

such as B — J/Untn—xt [21], BX — J/Ux* [22), Bf — J/UK* [23], B} — J/D*
[24], Bf — J/WKTK-nt [25], and Bf — BY7™ [26]. The inclusive production cross
section of the B, meson at the LHC is estimated to be at a level of 1ub for V14 TeV.
This means that around O(10°) B. events with a luminosity of 1fb~! can be provided
[27], which are sufficient for studying the B, meson decays. On the theoretical side, many
theoretical methods have been used to study the B, meson decays to charmonium states,
such as the perturbation QCD (PQCD) approach [28, [29], the generalized factorization
(GF) approach [30], the QCD factorization (QCDF) approach [31], the QCD sum rule
(QCDSR) approach [32], the Bethe-Salpter Equation approach [33], the relativistic quark
model (RQM) [34, 35], and nonrelativistic QCD approach(NRQCD) [36].

The development of the theoretical and experimental aspects of the B. meson physics
motivates us to investigate the B. weak decays with a charmonium involved in each
mode. In Sect.2, we recapitulate the CLFQM, including the definitions of the decay
constants and the relevant formulae of B, to charmonium or charmed meson transition
form factors. In Sect.3, after determining the shape parameters 5’ using the corresponding
decay constants, we provide the numerical results of B, transition form factors and their
¢* dependence. Then, using the transition form factors, we calculate the branching ratios
of B, decays with a charmonium meson involved in each mode. In addition, detailed data
analysis and discussion, including a comparison with the other model calculations, are
carried out. The conclusions are presented in the final part.

II. FORMALISM

A. Covariant light-front quark model

Under the covariant light-front quark model, the light-front coordinates of a momentum
p are used, p = (p~,p*,p1), with p* = p® + p,, and p*> = pTp~ — p?. The Feynman
diagrams for B, meson decay and transition amplitudes are shown in Fig. [II The incoming
(outgoing) meson has mass M’ (M") with the momentum P’ = p)+py(P” = p{+ps), where

p/l(”) and po are the momenta of the quark and antiquark inside the incoming (outgoing)

meson with mass m/l(”)and mg, respectively. Here, we use the same notation as those in
Refs. |10, [11] and M’ = mp, for B, meson decays. These momenta can be expressed in



terms of the internal variables (z;,p')) as
Py = w12P™, pio =Pl A (1)

with x1 + 29 = 1. Using these internal variables, we can define some quantities for the
incoming meson which will be used in the following calculations:

12 12 2 2
+m +m ~
pJ_ 1 _l_pJ_ 2’ M(/] — \/M(/)2_(m/1 _m2)2’
T o)

! 2 2
o \/ (12 9 o , xoMy  ms+ 't
e, = \ym; +pT+DpZ, = — , 2
7 7 pJ_ pz pz 2 2LU2M6 ( )

MP = (¢ +e)" =

where M{ is the kinetic invariant mass of the incoming meson and can be expressed as

the energies of the quark and the antiquark egl). It is similar to the case of the outgoing
meson.

by b1

P P’ )=

—Po

FIG. 1: Feynman diagrams for B, decay (left) and transition (right) amplitudes, where P'(") is
1(11)

the incoming (outgoing) meson momentum, p; ’ is the quark momentum, ps is the antiquark
momentum and X denotes the vector or axial vector transition vertex.

To calculate the amplitudes for the transition form factors, we need the Feynman rules
for the meson-quark-antiquark vertices (i[',,(M = P,V, A, S )) which are listed in Tab. [l
It is noted that for the outgoing meson, we should use (o' Mfyo) for the relevant vertices.
The B. — M (M denotes a pseudoscalar (P), a vector (V), an axial-vector (A) or a scalar
(S) meson) form factors induced by vector and aixal-vector currents are defined as

(P (P") V.| B (P")) S (@) Py + f-(4%)qp, (3)
(V(P",e) Vi Be(P)) = €uape™ Pq (4%, (4)
(V(P",e) |Au| B (P")) —i{e;f(¢*) + & P[Puai(¢®) + qua_(d®)]},  (5)

(AP A Bo(P)) = = 04 epmase™ P, )
(TA(P" &) |V,| B.(P)) = z{z A P)eh £ et P [Pucj/*(gﬁ) + quc_”‘(cf)} } (7)
<3A P" E) |AM| Bc (P,)> = - q3A(q2)€/waBE*VPa Ba (8)
(PA(P" &) |V,| B.(P)) = ¢{13A(q2)a; Lt P [Puch((f) + qucff‘(cf)} } 9)

(S(P")|Au B.(P)) = ifup(q®)Pu+u_(q*)q,) - (10)



In calculations, the Bauer-Stech-Wirbel (BSW) [37] form factors for the B, — M transi-
tion are more frequently used and defined by

m2 — m2 m2 — m2
(P (P")|V,| B (P")) = (P b %w) R + = e (20) . (1)
* 1 *UV (6% .
(V(P",e") [Vu| Be (P)) = T, Ly e V() (12)
. . e - P
V(7,2 |4, B PY) = i { s+ ) 58 () - =L ()
e*- P
2y <L [ (@) - AP (@) (13)
. , -y e*- P 3
(A(P",e") V| B, (P)) = —i {(ch —ma) e VP4 (%) - mPquB )
P BeA (2 BeA (2
—2ma——q, [y () =V ()] (14)
* 1 *UV Do .
(AP 1Al Be (PN} = =t PR AR (), (15)

m% —m m2 —m2
(S (P")|Au| B (P")) = (Pu - —q) @) + == 0B (¢7) (16)
where P = P’ + P",q = P' — P”, and the convention €gj03 = 1 is adopted.
To smear the singularity at ¢> = 0 in Eq.(I3) and (Id), the relations V;%#(0) =
VZ4(0), AZV(0) = AV (0) are required, and

— t+mgy
VBCA 2 — ch mAvBcA 2y ch VBCA 2 ’ 17
5 (q7) “oms (7°) “om. 2 (7°) (17)
+ mys mp. — My
ABV (,2) — MBe ABV (,2) _ c ABV (42 18
57 (07) “omy, b (¢°) “omy e (7°) (18)

These two kinds of form factors are related to each other via
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FPO(Q) = Jo@) BT (@) = Fold) + S5, (19)
VIG) = (i, + o )g(a?), AP () = L (20)
ABT(@) = (s, + o), ARV )~ ARV () = 5o (), (a1)
AP = (s, = ma)ald), VP ) = - 22)
VIR = (s, —ma)es (@), V) VP = e @), 09
FPS() = =) B (@) = —ue ) — s (). 24



B. Wave functions and decay constants

In order to calculate the form factors, we need to specify the light-front wave functions.
In principle, one can obtain them by solving the relativistic Schrodinger equation. But it
is difficult to obtain the exact solution in many cases. Therefore, phenomenological wave
functions are usually employed to describe the hadronic structure. In the present work,
we shall use the phenomenological Gaussian-type wave functions

3
T\ [dp. pZ +p?
¢ = ¢ (22,p]) =4 (@) d, &P (-W :

2 dp’ el es
/ / / / z 1
= 7 = /==, = , 25
gpp Sop (x2 pJ_) ﬁ/g ¥ dl’g ZL’1I2M6 ( )
where the parameter ' describes the momentum distribution and is approximately of
order Agep. It is usually determined by the decay constants through the analytic expres-
sions in the conventional light-front approach, which are given as follows [10, [11]:
NC 2,/ h}? /
o = ot [ dradp et (i + ). (26)
h/
— d d2 / \4
v = / Py (M2 — MP)

X {le{f —m) (m] —my) — p?+ m/l%(/%p/f} : (27)
faq = —4;;[;\4, /dx2d2plxlx2 (]\ZI,ZA_ MP)
X {x1M02 —my (m] +mg) — P,f - ; m2p/¢2} ) (28)
Wiy
Fa = gip [ ettt (M) @
fg = % /dm2d2p1$1{l?2 (M’/;q— M62)4(m’1x2 — mox1), (30)

where m/ and my are the constituent quarks of meson M(M = P,V, 3A, 1A, S). By the
way, a tensor meson (3P, state) cannot be produced through (V & A) or tensor current,
so we should not define its decay constant. The explicit forms of ', are given by [11]

1
hl — / — M/2 _M/2 T1T2 ngl’ 31
P v = o) N. Vail, (31)
2 Tz, 1 M?
hl — \/jh,/ — M/2 _ M/2 142 - 0 /’ 32
s 3l = SN, VI, 23 (32)

1
h/ — M2/ - M/2 T122 _ /.
= RV NIV (33)

It is easy to see that the decay constants of the scalar meson and 'A type of axial
meson are zero for m)| = mg, which satisfy the SU(N) flavor constrain. The other
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nontrivial decay constants can be obtained through the experimental results for the purely
leptonic decays or the lattice QCD calculations. The constituent quark masses used in
the calculations will be listed in the next section.

C. Form factors

One important difference between the conventional light-front quark approach and the
covariant one lies in the treatment of the constituent quarks. In the conventional light-
front framework, the constituent quarks are required to be on their mass shells, and the
physical quantities, such as decay constant and form factor, can be extracted from the plus
component of the corresponding current matrix elements. However, this framework misses
the zero-mode contributions and renders the matrix elements non-covariant. In order to
resolve this problem, the covariant light-front approach was proposed by Jaus [10], which
provides a systematical way to deal with the zero-mode contributions by including the
so-called Z-diagram contributions. Then physical quantities can be calculated in terms
of Feynman momentum loop integrals in a manifestly covariant way. As a result, the
constituent quarks of the meson will be off-shell. For the general B, — P transition, the
decay amplitude for the lowest order is

N H/ (H//)
B:.P __ -3 c 4 Bc P B.P
17 = =g | 4 g S (5

where N{(N) = p’l(")2 —m'l(”p, Ny = p2 —m? arise from the quark propagators, and the trace

S fcp can be directly obtained by using the Lorentz contraction,
St = Tr [ys (B +m) 7 (1 +103) % (= o+ )]
= 2, [ M2 4+ M = ¢ = 2Ny = (mh = m2)” = (mf = ma)? + (mf =)

Hq |2 — 2M2 + N| — NI + 2N, + 2 (m, — my)* — (m)) — m’{)z]

+P, |¢* — N — N — (m} —mf)?| . (35)

In practice, we use the light-front decomposition of the Feynman loop momentum and
integrate out the minus component through the contour method. If the covariant vertex
functions are not singular when performing integration, the transition amplitudes will
pick up the singularities in the antiquark propagators. The integration then leads to

Ny jO g ( A0 Méwn) ’

oy —

W// N w//
M M
d*p} dxod?p’ A
—t g, qgY,88M 5 _ir / —=_ZLy 9B 36
N{N{/NQ B M LUQN{ {, B.'YM 9 ( )
where
112 "2 112 2
+m +m
M(’)’z _ b1 L Py 2’ (37)

T T2



with p/| = p/| —x2q., and M in the subscript and superscript denotes a pseudoscalar (P),
a vector (V), an axial-vector (A) or a scalar (S) meson. The explicit forms of h/(” have
been given in Eq.(3I)-Eq.([33). For the B, — V| A transitions, the w},(M =V, A) in the
corresponding vertex operators listed in Tab. [[l are given as

M/l2
"o " " "o
wy = My +my +me, wsy = 7> 1A—2 (38)

where M = \/Mé’2 — (m} —my)*.

After performing the integration with the contour method, we will be confronted with
additional spurious contributions proportional to the light-like four-vector @ = (0,2,0,).
These undesired spurious contributions can be eliminated by inclusion of the zero-mode
contributions, which amount to performing the p~ integration in a proper way. The
specific rules under the p~ integration have been derived in Refs. [10, (11}, and the relevant
ones are collected in the Appendix.

Using Eqs.([35)-(B7) and taking the integration rules given in Refs [10, [11], we obtain
the B, — P form factors,

2 Ne 2 N hp 2 2 2
dxodp| ——— M+ M
f+ (@) = o5 | v plsz{N{, [ (MG + M{?) + 22q
— o (M, — M) — 2y (M, —ms)” — 21 (m!! — m2)2] , (39)

2h
f- (%) = [ dzod?p P { 12 M"™? — P2 — mimg + (m] — my) (zam) + z1my)
167 — N Ny

_'_211[1_5( +2(plq¢) )_'_2(1’&%_) Pﬁ;];u_ [M”2—x2(q2+q-P)
= (w2 = 1) M? + 20, Mg? — 2 (mf — my) (m} +mf)]}. (40)

It is similar for the B, — V transition amplitudes, which are given by [11]

X . Nc H; c ( H”) v
BECV = —Z3 (271‘)4 /d pl]\?]\fiﬁNSB eV s (41)
where
SEV = (S5 - SETY,,

:ﬂK%T%@%mw@HWWV 215) (B + 1) 95 (= o + )

= 2Z€uuaﬁ {pl PB ml) +p1 q (mll/ + mll - 2m2) + qapﬁmll}

1 . -
+Wm@@am—ﬂm%mmfﬂ
14



+2g/w {m2 (q2 _ N/ N// ml o m/1/2) o / (M//2 o N{, . N2 . //2 . mg)
—mf (M"”? — Ny — Ny — m{? —m3) — 2m1m1m2}

—|-8p1up1u (my —mj) —2 (Pugv + ¢, Py + 2q,q,) my + 2p/1uPV (m, —mY)
+2p1,q (3my —my — 2ma) + 2B,py, (my + mY) + 2q,py, (3my +m — 2ms)
+ {201, [M? + M — ¢ = 2Ny + 2 (m), — my) (m] + mo)]

+q, [q2 —2M"™ + N{ — Ny + 2N, — (m1 +m)’ + 2 (m) — mgﬂ

8 [ N = N = (]} i (4, S0, ). (42)

From the above equation, we can get the expressions for B, — V form factors defined in

Eqgs.() and (@) [11]

9(¢*)

N 2h,, h! o
- ¢ dxdzp’#{:cm'%—xm%—m’—m” L

1673 ) T T Ny U T (=) =0

2 | 5, (P -q)

Y P |y (43)
_ N d d2 / h/Bch'// / M/2 M//2 4 //M/2 2 / P
= 3 D) pj_i//{ 1 m2 1)( 0 + 0 )— T11my M + Tomqq -

167 2 NI N

+2maq® — 221m0 (M’2 + M"z) + 2 (m) —my) (m) + m'll)2 + 8 (mfy —my)

2 / 2,12 / 2
PLqu Pl T+ q
X p/f+7(L2 ) +2(my+ml) (¢ +q- P) =5— —4—= ;i )
q q g wy,
12 12 pJ_ qJ—
{2:5 (M?+MP)—¢*—q-P-2("+q-P) ==

=2 (mj —my) (my —my)]}, (44)

N 2 2h/Bch'/‘// / 1 /
= 163 To me {(x1 — x2) (xam] + x1m2) — [2x1mg + mi + (z3 — x1) m]]

2 /
PLq T2q” + Py - qL

P I gt Gt g (oo — )]} (09

N h/ h//
= = [ dapd’p, —2— {2 (201 — 3 —8

167T3/ L2a Py 22 NINY {2 (224 ) (zam)y + 21m3) (m) —ma)

q

. , .
pL + 2M] — (14— 1221) m) — 2mff — (8 — 12) my] P2

4
— ([M2 4 M7 — g2 42 (= ma) (] + o)) (A + AP — A)
\4

1
+2y (314%1) — 24 - 1) + 5 o (@ +a P) —2M"” —2p), - q1 — 2m (mf + my)

2
(4A§1> - 3)) } . (46)

(pJ_ QJ_)

+ 7

—2my (M) — my)] (A + A —l)q P




where the functions Agl), Agl), A:(f), Af) and Z, are listed in the Appendix. and the phys-
ical form factors V2V (¢?), A5V (¢?), A%V (¢?), and AZ*V(¢?) can be related to the above
formulae through Eqs. (20) and (21)).

The extension to B. — A transitions is straightforward and their form factors have
similar expressions as those in the B, — V transitions case. The B, — 3A, 'A transition
amplitudes are defined as [11]

1 a N, H,, H! A ew
5 = T ey /d4 A (47)
N, H, HY
. 3A . [ B:.""3A 3A *U
Bt = i )4/d P S e (48)

where the traces S7 A =1,3)

Bc.3A _ B.3A e 3A
SE = (P4 - 55

7%

= v | (3 = g 01 = 220 ) 0 ) = 3000 (B )35 (= )
84

-1 (- s =), ) (= ) (s =) U+ )2 (= gt )|
(19)

B. 1A _ B:. 1A B.'A
S5 —<SV .y )

1 " I " , .
— Tr K_W—’{A (p1 —p2)y) Y5 (07 +mY) (Y — uvs) () +mh)vs (— pa2 + mQ)}
= | (g = b ) (=) (35 = 3) (4 )3 = ot )] (50

By comparing Eq.([#2)) and Egs.([@9),([E0), we have ngfi)f‘ = Sf(cx‘//)(i = 1,3) with the
replacements m{| — —m{, W} — WY w14 Note that only the term 1 /W' is kept in

Sh "4 Thus the B, — “A(i = 1,3) form factors can be related to the B, — V form
factors through the following replacements:

P4 = f(g?), with

m1—> ml,h// _>h3A1A>wV_>lU3A1A> (51)
341
¢ e?) = g(¢®), with

m1_> ml,h// %h[&AlA’w‘/%wBAlA, (52)
3 1
e @) = ax(g®), with

m1_> ml,h// %h[&AlA’wvéwBAlA, (53)

where the replacement of m{ — —m/ is not applied to m7 in w” and h”, because they arise
from the propagator and quark-antiquark-meson coupling vertex. The physical form fac-
tors ABA(g?), VA (q?), VP4 (¢?), VP (¢?) can be related to the above formulae through

Eqgs.(22) and (23)).
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we finally turn to the B, — S transition amplitude, which is given as |11/

N Hy, (HY)
BBCS — _ ;3 c /d4 ; “* B¢ S SBCS 54
7 (271')4 J4 N{N{/NQ oo ( )

where the trace Sfcs
SES = Tr [(f + m) uys (B +mi) s (— o +ma)]
= 2, [ M7+ M = g = 2N = (i} = ma)” — (] + o) + () + )]

g [0 = 2MP 4 N = VY 4+ 20 + 2 () — o)’ — () + )]

P |6 = NL = N = (mh +mf)?]. (55)

Using the formulae above and the integration rules obtained in Refs. |10, [11], we have
the B, — S form factors

/ "
PP () = [ dogdiyhy 2B [ (ME M) + 2o

167 2o N|NY
—x (M) + m'1’)2 — 1z (mf — mg)2 —x1 (mf + mg)z} , (56)
2 / "
BeS 2\ _ 12BeS (.2 q N, 2 Qth S 2 2 /
BP0 = B ) + s | deadh e (e =l o,

’ , ¢- P, 0 -q) (¢ - q1)”
— (mf{ +my) (xom + z1ma) + 2 7 P+ QT +2-=——

P

q2
=2 (my — my) (my —mi)]}. (57)

[M" — 2, (¢ + q - P) — (w2 — 21) M™ + 22, M2

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

Equipped with explicit expressions of the form factors f, (¢*), f_(¢?) for B, — P transi-
tions, g(¢%), f(¢%), a1(¢%),a_(¢?) for B, — V transitions, 1 "*(¢*), ¢ (), c;*(¢%), ¢2*(¢°)
for B. — ‘A(i = 1,3) transitions, and F*°(¢?), F;’°°(¢?) for B. — S transitions, we now
proceed to perform numerical studies using the CLFQM. In the earlier works [12, [13],
the form factors of B, decays into the ground-state charmonia and charmed mesons were
calculated. In this work, besides updating the transition form factors of B, decays to
these ground-state charmonia and charmed mesons, we also study the results of B, tran-
sitions to some excited-state charmonia. With these form factors, we then calculate the
branching ratios of 80 B, decays with a charmonium involved in each channel.

As mentioned earlier, the shape parameter 5’ in the wave function describes the mo-
mentum distribution and can be calculated using the meson’s decay constant under the
CLFQM. The analytic expressions for the calculations are listed in Sect.2.2. The decay
constant for the B, meson is employed by the result provided by the lattice QCD [3§]

fp. = (489 £ 4 £ 3) MeV, (58)
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which is larger than the value used in Refs. [12,[13]. The decay constant of J/W¥ can be
determined by the leptonic decay width

477—0527)1@3 f};’\ll

FCee =T(JV —weTe) = 3
myw

(59)
with the electric charge of the charm quark Q). = %, Qe being a fine-structure constant.
Using the updated measured result for the electronic width of J/W¥ given in PDG22 [39]
I'ee = (5.53 £ 0.10) keV, one can obtain the decay constant of .J/W

Frpw = (431.0 + 4.3) MeV, (60)

which is different from the previous value f;y = (416 £5) MeV [12]. Similarly, using
the measured result I'(¢(25) — eTe™) = 2.36 £ 0.04 keV, we obtain the decay constant
of the radially excited meson (25), fyes) = 29675 MeV. The decay constant of the
radially excited state 1(35) is determined as fyisg) = (187 & 8) MeV by using the data
Lyas)—ee = (5.53 £ 0.10) keV. As for the decay constant f, , we use the the lattice QCD
result given in Ref. [40]

foo = (387 £ 7 £2) MeV, (61)

which is a little larger than the value f, = 340.97:5% MeV extracted from the data of
ne — 77y decay. The decay constant f, (25) can be determined by the double photon decay
of n.(25) as

64ma?,,

81m (29 F (28
fuetos) = \/ B (62)

By using the measured results of the branching ratio Br(n.(2S) — vy) = (1.9£1.3) x
107 and T, 25) = 11.3733 MeV [39], we can obtain the decay constant

Foozs) = (243173)) MeV. (63)

However, there is no calculation for the decay constant of 7.(35) or the data on 7.(35) —
77 decay used to extract it from experiment. We can fix the decay constant f; 35y through

the assumption @ = % [41), 42] and obtain it as
e J/ v

Fre(s) = (170.0 £ 8.0) MeV. (64)

To determine the shape parameter of x.i, we use the decay constant f,,, = 185 MeV
evaluated from the light-cone QCD sum rules at the scale y = m, [43]. This value is
much smaller than f,,, = 3407{;] MeV given in Ref. [13]. So the corresponding shape
parameter (3 = (0.536 & 0.023) GeV is smaller than the value 3/ = (0.7 £0.1) GeV
obtained in Ref. [13]. For the charmonia x. and h., we will assume the same values
and introduce an uncertainty of 10% to the shape parameters to compensate the different
Lorentz structures, that is 8 = 5, = (0.536 £ 0.023) GeV. The decay constant of
X (3872) is determined using the branching fractions Br(B~ — J/VK~) = (1.026 +
0.031) x 1073 and Br(B~ — X(3872)K~) = (2.34+0.9) x 10~* and is obtained as

fX(3872) = (234 + 52) MeV, (65)
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TABLE II: The masses (GeV) of the constituent quarks and mesons [39, |41].

mu md ms mc mb
0.25 0.25 0.37 14 4.8
mp, mp+ ij mp+ mD:Jr

6.27447 1.86966 1.96835 2.01026 2.1122
my/w My28) Myp(3s)  Mxeo My
3.09690 3.68610 4.039 3.41471 3.51067
Mpe My 28) Mp.(3S)  Mhe  TNX(3872)
2.9839 3.6375 3.940 3.52538 3.87165

TABLE III: The shape parameters 8’ (in units of GeV) in the Gaussian-type light-front wave
functions defined in Eq.(25]), and the uncertainties are from the decay constants.

B, Bp Bb. Bp- Bps

0.009 0.011 0.032 0.021 0 016
1.0587 0000 0.46470010  0.497T005s  0.4097005; 0.4387 (050

e B, B, B, B,
J/v $(289) ¥(3S) Ne (25)
0.64670041  0.56610:003  0.44975012 0.754 £ 0.014 0.488J_r8}§(7)

5/ / / B/ B/
(35) Xco Xel he X (3872)
0.3821’8.8‘512 0.536 £ 0.023 0.536 & 0.023 0.536 & 0.023 0.627) 527

which is lower than fxss72) = 329741 MeV used in the previous CLFQM calculations
[14]. The experimental results for the decay constants of charmed mesons are given as
[39]

fp = (204.6 £5.0) MeV, fp. = (257.5 & 4.6) MeV. (66)

As for the decay constants of the vector charmed meson D* and D}, we used the lattice
QCD results fp« = (245 £ 20%3) MeV, fp: = (272 + 1673,) MeV [44]. ! Using these
decay constants and the masses of the constituent quarks and mesons given in Tab. [I]
we can obtain the values of the shape parameters ' for our considered mesons which are
listed in Tab. [T

From Tab. [Vl we can find that the form factors of B, transitions to charmed mesons
(D, D*, Dy, D7) at the maximally recoiling point (¢> = 0) are smaller than those of B,
transitions to ground-state charmonia. This is because the initial charm quark in the B,
decays to charmed mesons is almost at rest, and its momentum is of order m., while the
charmed mesons in the final states move very fast, and the final charm quark tends to
have a very large momentum of order my. So the overlaps of the initial and final states’
light-front wave functions in these transitions are limited, which induce small values for

I Tt is noticed that all the charmed mesons appeared in this paper are positively charged. In some place,

we will omit the sign of charge for simplicity.
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TABLE IV: B, — D, D*, D, D¥ ,n.,n.(25,3S), J/¥,
uncertainties are from the decay constants of B, and final-state meson.

(28, 3S) form factors in the CLFQM. The

F F(0) F(g2,0) a b
G O R e W s KO S
o R B e

FPC) o 000501210 g D0 1 ag=en | 0157405030
RPCS) o gr0s012 0 <D0+ 07570010 | 0 817005
FPO) 0 000050080 3 <D 004007 15370002 | 0 2575010
R0 5000050010 3p<0 005007 85500104 | 0 74000
EPD |oam 000000 grb 0 10) 3 09%0 000 | 0 o1geats
RPP |0am000s00 0 30*b 00t | 0 3270010 | o ahet
FEPe 021000400 1 09* 0000 2 G000 | 0 7000500
RPP 02170050 j0.45*h0 00 Lorhoteol | 1 550 te
VT oGN] ST o 6ot o Tt
c +-0.004-0.03 +-0.004+-0.06 +0.02+0.07 +0.00+0.00
P D R 4 Rt Bt
P R 81 v Bt ok L Bt
2 —0.00—-0.01 —0.00—-0.00 0.01-0.11 0.00—0.03
V69 o ST 0 GrEAERAE) oI |0 167

c +-0.00+-0.00 +-0.004+-0.00 +0.01+0.01 +0.02+0.01
P e e i e e
ABe0(29) | 1710001000 |0 10 +0.00-0.00| 7 £ t0.0740.09| g 6740104015
2 ++1—-0.00—-0.00 |- *+<—0.00—0.00 0.09-0.13 ~1-0.19-0.21
V09 0 iGN 0SSOI | LLTORIRAL | 0onhe)

c +0.00+4-0.01 +0.00+4-0.01 +0.03+0.03 +0.01+0.01
PO G 0 B 4 I 0 I L 1
P Do et 1 w41 et v 1
2 —0.00—-0.01 —0.00—-0.02 0.02—0.04 0.01-0.00
VAL |0 a0 0000 1 1St BIBI0) 5 397000 | 0 90 h 0Lt
AP 0147000502 0,35 D00 18RO | 0110
DD |0 130025000 0.4+ DEE0E] 0 357000 | 0 500t
PP 012400500 055500008 2 0570017 | 0 G000

B.D} +0.004-0.00 +0.014-0.08 +0.02+0.16 +0.01+0.04
Db |(oosseote) earen) S22 a0 ue | 00 o o
S et gt 4 a1 i Bt
PP o B v e 1 o 1

2 0.01—0.00 0.03—0.04 0.02—0.10 0.00—0.04

the form factors. In the B, transitions to charmonia, both the spectator charm quark
and the charm antiquark generated from the weak vertex are heavy, and the light-front
wave functions of the charmonia have a maximum near E ~ m,.. It is expected that
the overlaps of the B, and charmonium’s light-front wave functions become large, which
induce larger form factors. Thus it is easy to understand that for the B, decays to
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the charmonium and charmed meson, for example B, — J/WD, the Feynman amplitudes
associated with B, transitions to charmonia are much more important than that associated
with B, transitions to charmed mesons. Furthermore, the SU(3) symmetry breaking
effects between the form factors of B, — D and B. — D, transitions are large, since the
decay constant of Dy meson is larger than that of the D meson. It is similar between
the form factors of B. — D* and B, — D transitions. These can be checked by future
experiments. The uncertainties from the decay constant of 7.(2S) shown in Eq.(63)
are very large, so there are relevant large uncertainties in the B, — 7.(2S) transition
form factors. It is noted that if evaluating the form factors at ¢> > 0 region in the
frame of ¢, = 0, we must include the non-valence configuration (the so-called Z-graph
contribution) arising from quark pair creation from the vacuum, which is difficult for us
to calculate reliably. While if one calculates in the frame of ¢© = 0, such non-valence
contribution vanishes automatically. Because of the condition ¢* = 0 imposed in the
course of calculation, the form factors are obtained only for space-like momentum transfer
¢®> = —¢? <0, while the physical transition processes are relevant for the time-like form
factors. Many authors |[10-12] have proposed parametrization of form factors by using
some explicit functions of ¢? in the space-like region, then extending them to the time-like
region. Here, we will adopt the parametrization form given in Ref. [12]:

2 4

2 q q
F(q°) = F(0) exp(a—5— + b—F). (67)
mBC ch
05 07
0af BeoD 0.6f BesDs
F1 0.5 F
o 03 < 04 !
= o
T2 £ T 03
0.2k Fo
0.1 0.1
00 2 4 6 8 10 0% 2 4 6 8 10
q*(GeV?) 7%(GeV?)

FIG. 2: Form factors F(q?), Fy(q?) for the
B, — D transition.

FIG. 3: Form factors F(q?), Fy(q?) for the
B, — D, transition.

FIG. 4: Form factors V (¢?), Ao(q?), A1(¢?)
and Ay(q¢?) for the B, — D* transition.

FIG. 5: Form factors V (¢?), Ag(q?), A1(¢?)
and As(g?) for the B, — D transition.

The parameters a and b will be fitted in the space-like region (=10 GeV? < ¢* < 0).
The ¢*-dependence of form factors in the time-like region are plotted in Figs. 2, Bl E, [
[0, [7, 8, O 10 and Il In general the slope parameters a, b are very sensitive to the values
of 3, while the form factors at ¢ = 0 are less sensitive to the variation in 8" values.
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TABLE V: Comparison of the B, — 1, and B, — J/W transition form factors at ¢> = 0 between
this work and other literature.

Flene = gpBene yBed[b ABIIB T g BeI[ T 4 BeITY
This work 0.60 0.76 0.55 0.53 0.49
[12] 0.61 0.74 0.53 0.50 0.44
[45] 0.5359 0.736 0.532 0.524 0.509
[46] 0.61 0.83 0.57 0.56 0.54
[47)* 0.66 - 0.655 0.578 0.427
[48] 0.58 0.91 0.58 0.63 0.74
[51] 0.66 1.03 0.60 0.63 0.69
[52] 0.76 0.96 0.69 0.68 0.66
(53, 54] 0.87 1.69 0.27 0.75 1.69

[55, 56]2 |  0.66[0.7]  1.03[0.94] 0.60[0.66] 0.63[0.66] 0.69[0.66]
[57] 0.420 0.591 0.408 0.416 0.431
[58] 0.47 0.49 0.40 0.50 0.73
[59] 0.49 0.61 0.45 0.49 0.56
[60] 0.20 0.38 0.26 0.27 0.28
[61] 0.23 0.33 0.21 0.21 0.23

! Here the results with w = 0.8 GeV are quoted.

2 The results out (in) the brackets are evaluated in sum rules (potential) model.

12 0.8 06
1ol Beone Fi B.(25) 05) Beor1e(3S)
0.6 E Fy
08 ! 04 //
% 0.6 Fo % 04 /// R
T T T Fo
0.4 Fo 0.2
0.2
02 0.1
0.0 0.0 0.0
0 2 4 6 8 10 0 2 4 6 8 10 0 2 4 6 8 10
9%(GeV?) ¢%(GeV?) 9%(GeV?)

FIG. 6: Form factors Fy(q?), Fy(q?) for the B, — 1. (left), B. — 1.(25) (center), B. — 1.(395)
(right) transitions.

0.8
B> y(2S) B->w(3S) v
8
—///__V/, 0.6/,_,’—"
Ao < Ao
_____________________________________ T 0'4_____________________________________
Aq 0.2 A4
Az Az
0.0
2 4 6 8 10 0 2 4 6 8 10
9%(GeV?) 9%(GeV?)

FIG. 7: Form factors V(¢?), Ao(¢?), A1(¢?) and Ay(q?) for the B, — J/VU (left), B. — (25)
(center) and B, — 9(3S5) (right) transitions.
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TABLE VI: Comparison of the B, — D, D*, Dy, D} transition form factors at ¢> = 0 between

this work and other literature.

FBeD — FBD ABDT T gBDT T gBDT B DT
This work 0.17 0.20 0.14 0.13 0.12
[60] 0.13 0.25 0.05 0.11 0.17
[58] 0.14 0.18 0.14 0.17 0.19
[45] 0.1446 0.175 0.094 0.100 0.105
[57]1 0.154 0.224 0.156 0.145 0.134
[12] 0.16 0.13 0.09 0.08 0.07

55, 56]> 0.32[0.29] 1.66[1.74] 0.35[0.37] 0.43[0.43] 0.51[0.50]
(53, 54] 0.35 0.57 0.05 0.32 0.57
[52] 0.69 0.98 0.47 0.56 0.64
[48] 0.075 0.16 0.081 0.095 0.11
FchDs _ F({BCDS ABeD; VOBCD: VchD: VZBCD’;
This work 0.21 0.25 0.18 0.16 0.15
[48] 0.15 0.29 0.16 0.18 0.20
[12] 0.28 0.23 0.17 0.14 0.12

55, 56]> 0.45[0.43]  2.02[2.27] 0.47[0.52] 0.56]0.56] 0.65[0.60]

! Here the results with w = 0.6 GeV are quoted.

2 The results out (in) the brackets are evaluated in sum rules (potential) model.

0.6

BeXco

Fy

Fo

2

4 6 8
¢?(GeV?)

10

FIG. 8 Form factorsFy(q?), Fy(q?) for the

B. — xco transition.

5] Box(3872)
Vi
~tot T
)
w
05 A
L
v
0.0-2
2 4 6 8 10
¢(GeV?)

FIG. 10: Form factors A(q?), Vo(¢?), Vi(¢?)
and V5(q?) for the B, — X(3872) transi-

tion.
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FIG. 9: Form factors A(q?), Vo(¢?), Vi(q?)
and V5 (q?) for the B, — .1 transition.
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FIG. 11: Form factors A(q?), Vo(q¢?), V1(¢?)
and Va(g?) for the B. — h, transition.



A. Transition form factors
In Tab. [Vl we can find that the values of the B, — 7. transition form factors Fy’ Bere
predicted by many works |12, 45-56] are larger than 0.5, only a few of values |57~ 61] are
less than 0.5. Similarly, many predictions for the form factor V B/ are larger than 0.6
except for a few of values. As for the form factors Ag Cfg d’, most of their values lie in the
range of 0.5 ~ 0.7.

In Tab. VI we compare our results of the B, — D, D*, Dy, D¥ transition form factors
at ¢> = 0 with other calculations. One can find that our results are consistent with those
calculated using the relativistic quark model (RQM) [57, 58], while they are too large for
the results given by the relativistic constituent quark model (RCQM) [52], the light-cone
sum rule (LCSR) [53, 154], and the QCD sum rules [55, 156]. In Refs. [55, [56], the form
factors have a threefold enhancement by including the Coulomb-like a; /v corrections for
the heavy quarkonium B.. It seems too small for the values of F(ffD predicted using the
Bauer-Stech-Wirbel (BSW) relativistic quark model [48]. Compared with the previous
CLFQM calculations [12], our predictions for the form factors VB2 Ag §D2 have a sig-
nificant enhancement by using a larger decay constant fp«, while the influence from the
difference values for the decay constant fp, is small.

For the B, transition to a ground-state vector meson, which is either a charmed meson
or a charmonium, the form factor V' is the largest one, and Aj; 2 are close to each other.
It is easy to find this character in Figs. Ml and [l and the first pannel of Fig. [[l On the
other hand, if the final-state meson is a radially excited meson ¥(2S) or ¥(3S), the form
factors show a hierarchy V' > Ay > A; > Ag, which can be found in the last two pannels of
Figlll. Nevertheless, V is always the largest one among the form factors of B, transition to
either a ground state or a radially excited charmonium. There also exits another hierarchy
for the B. — 1e,m:(25),n.(3S) transitions, FBc_mc > FBC_WC@S) > FOBl‘_mc(?’S). The ¢>
dependence of the B, — X transition is shown in F 1gl where V; is much larger than
other form factors A, Vjo. It is very like the case of the B, — X (3872) transition shown
in FiglT0l Thus it is a natural assignment of this state as the first radial excitation of a 1P
charmonium state x.;. Because both x. and X (3872) have the same quantum numbers
JPC = 17+ they should have similar properties in B, decays, while it is very different for
the B, transition to another type of axial vector meson h. with J¢ = 17~ where the
value of Vj is large and close to that of V; as shown in Fig[ITl Certainly, the values of the
form factor Vi for both of B, transitions to these two types of axial vector charmonia are
large. By comparing with Fig[IQ and [I1] one can find that both of the values of V5 in the
B, — X(3873) and B. — h, transition form factors are the smallest; especially, V5 for the
B. — h,. transition becomes negative. As we know, there is sill no definite answer about
the internal properties of the X (3872). From FiglI(] one can find that the form factors of
the B. — X (3872) transition are almost flat in their ¢> behaviors except for ABX(3872),
A comparison of these values with experimental measurements for the B, — X (3872)
transition form factors will provide unique insight into the mysterious inner structure of
X (3872). The form factors for the B, to these P-wave charmonium transitions are listed
in Tab. [VIIl

From Tab. [VIII, we can find that the form factors of B, — 7.(25,35), (285, 35)
transitions calculated in the PQCD approach [29] may be more than twice as larger as
those predicted in the CLFQM, which will induce large differences for the branching
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TABLE VII: Results for the B. — Xc0, Xc1, e, X (3872) transition form factors and the fitted
parameters a and b. The uncertainties are from the decay constants of B, and final state mesons.

F F(0) F () a b
PP [ 03Tt 052 000 [ 20T oor | 030700
EP | 03300000 | 03070000 | 0147000t —1o0 b0t ot
Bexel +0.00+0.01 +0.00+0.02 +0.02+4-0.03 +0.02+0.01
o | oasrhiian | Cemen | L oo, 08 oo o,
VBexer | g t00070.02 | o e=r00070.02 | o 95 0.0910.10| 1 =1+000+0.06
1 +1<—-0.00—0.02 *¥¥—0.00—0.03 +<¥—-0.02—-0.09 *~“~+—0.00—0.06
VPR | 010/0%50%0 | 011 0000 | 0s3tboiiol: | o 77ibio
A 006700000 01 R0 | G o4 DO OB a1 )
Ve | 0asDOEO |0 GaThent | 017 h e | 0 asThoe)
Ve | 04250800 | 0psTRBI0 |1 oaspRi00, | 0200t
vt | onsibieion] otk antninn | og1 ot
ABXGSTD [0 o5 000 0 T 037 0007007 [ 185 0027000 | 03800 00)
VXS gy B000BL | 0197000108 | 0 52 RIS 1 a5 D0
VPO g ggb0rant | 110fD00r0te | 005 00102 1 03D H0LS
VIO o bent | 012000000 | 077 B0t | 061thR gty

ratios of some correlative decay channels given by these two approaches. In the PQCD
appraoch, the form factors are sensitive to the formulae of the B, wave functions. In Ref.
[29], the authors argued that the B. wave function in the light-cone formula is broader
in shape than that of the traditional zero-point one, which is o« §(x — r.), so the overlap
between the initial and final states’ wave functions becomes larger by using the light-cone
wave function for the B, meson, which induces larger form factors. Our predictions for
the B, to vector charmonium J/W,(2S) transition form factors are close to the results

given by the LEFQM calculations [15] except for A,

Bc(2S)

. For the B, to the axial vector

charmonium transition form factors, our results are also consistent with the previous
CLQM calculations [13, [14].

B. Branching ratios

Besides the masses of the constituent quarks and mesons listed in Table. [l other
inputs, such as the B. meson lifetime 75_, the Wilson coefficients a;, as, and the Cabibbo-
Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) matrix elements, are listed as |39, (62]

TBC =
Vea =
Vus =

(0.510 £ 0.009) x 107'%s,a; = 1.07, ay = 0.234,
0.221 £ 0.004, V,, = (40.8 £ 1.4) x 1073, V,, = 0.975 £ 0.006
0.2243 4+ 0.0008, V,q = 0.97373 & 0.00031.

(68)
(69)
(70)

First, we consider the branching ratios of the decays B. — n.(J/¥)P(V), which can

be calculated through the formula

Br(B. = n.(J/¥)P(V)) =

h

19

B D(B, — n(J /W) P(V)),
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TABLE VIII: Comparison of the B, — 1.(2S5,35),1(2S5,35), Xc1, he, X(3872) transition form
factors at ¢> = 0 between this work and other literature.

Fch7]c(2S) (0) = FoBc'lc(QS) (0) FlBNlc(SS)(O) _ FOBNlc(SS)(O) _ _
This work 0.37 0.29 - -
[29] 1.04 0.78 - —
v Bew(25) A(J)S'c’tb(?S) Achw(QS) A2Bc7/)(25)
This work 0.57 0.41 0.35 0.17
[15] 0.525 0.452 0.335 0.102
[29] 1.71 0.80 0.87 1.22
vV Bc(35) A(J)B’cw(fis) A?cw(BS) Afcw(%‘)
This work 0.46 0.31 0.27 0.14
[29] 1.07 0.41 0.41 0.66
ABexel VOBcXcl VchXcl V2BCX(:1
This work 0.24 0.15 0.72 0.10
[13] 0.36 0.13 0.85 0.15
ABche VOBchc Vchhc V2Bchc
This work 0.06 0.41 0.42 —0.18
[13] 0.07 0.64 0.50 —0.32
ABcX(3872) VB X ) VB X872y B X(677)
This work 0.28 0.21 1.13 0.11
[14] 0.36 0.18 1.15 0.13

where the decay width I'(B. — n.(J/W)P(V)) for each channel is given as following

2
}GFVcbVanlfP(V)sz Fye™ (m%(\/))‘
(B P(V)) = - 1—r 2
(B. = n.P(V)) . (1-r7),  (72)
2
)GF‘/cbVanlme%cA(?CJ/qj (m%) )
(B, — J/UP) = (L—=7%) (73)

32mmp,

with the subscript ¢ = d(s) in the CKM element V,,, for the decays with 7, p(K, K*)
involved. For the decays B. — J/WV, the corresponding decay width is the summation
of the three polarizations

I'(B,— J/¥V) = 8ﬂ|ﬂ (AL(Be. = J/OV)]* + 2| Ay (B. — J/¥V)|?

2
B.

+2|Ar (B, — J/HV)[P), (74)

where p'is the three-momentum of either of the two final states in the B, rest frame

\/<mZBc _ (mJ/w i mv)2> <m2Bc - (mJ/w - mv)z)

Qch

Pl =

, (75)
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TABLE IX: The CLFQM predictions for branching ratios (1072) of B, decays to final states
containing a ground-state S-wave charmonium (7. or J/¥) and a light pseudoscalar or vector
meson. The first error is induced by the B, meson life time, and the second and third uncer-
tainties are from the decay constants of B, and charmonia.

mode This work (36] [63] | [33] | [32] | [34] | [64

0.04+4-0.00+4-0.24
BY — J/prt | 1.97T5-05 0001022 | 2.91(2.22

[66] | [67] | [68] |[29] | [14] | [15]
06121 (13| 17034 13| 1.1 (233]|26/| 2.0 | 0.664

B — J/pK+ [0.1615:00T0:0010-03 10.22(0.16) [ 0.05 | 0.16 [ 0.11|0.13 | 0.11 | 0.07 [ 0.08 [ 0.19| — |0.16 | 0.0527
B — J/ypt |5.3470 09007072 18.08(6.03) | 1.6 | 6.5 | 4.0 | 4.9 | 1.8 [ 3.7 | 3.1 [8.20 — | 5.0 | -
BE — J/pE*t 03150 0110-50+0-04 10.43(0.32) | 0.10 | 0.35 [ 0.22 ] 0.28 | 0.09| 0.2 |0.18 [0.48 | — |0.29] 0.109

085|122 (20|19 (034|026| 1.4 {298]5.2| — —
0.070.17{0.13|0.15{0.03|0.02|0.11 {0.24| — | — —
21159 |42]|45|1.06|067| 3.3 (983 — | — -
0.110.31{0.20|0.25|0.06 | 0.04|0.18 {0.57| — | — -

BT > nont | 2307000000700 15 192,05

+ ++0.00-0.00+0.00
B = neKT 10.197500 0’00 0.0 | 0-38(0.21

0. 0. 0.
BE = mept 6,015 11 T00T0G [ 14.5(7.89

B — neK*t 0.3475-01+0-00+40-00 1 9.77(0.41

NP ENIEN | NNt N N

and the three polarization amplitudes Ay, Ay, and Ar are given as

Gr 9 1 )‘(177’3/\1/77“\2/) Bed/¥, 9
B.— J/wV) = “Lyzy, AL

AL( — J/ ) \/§ cb qalfVch 2TJ/\I/ 1+TJ/\I/ (mV)

(1= vy = )+ ) AT ()] (76)
Gr .

Ax (Bf = JJV) = —7’; Vg frm v (14 750) AP (m2) (77)

Gr 2 \/)\ (17 i Ta) Bed/U (, 2
Ar (B. — J)WV) = —ZLyey, VB . (78
7 ( /YV) 75V g1 fymp rv . (my), (78)

2
with A (1,r3/q,,r‘2/> = (1 + rg/w — 7“‘2/) — 4r3/q,.

From Tab. one can find that our predictions are consistent with the results given
by the QCD sum rules [32], the relativistic constituent quark model (RCQM) [34] and
the Bethe-Salpeter equation approach under the so-called instantaneous nonrelativistic
approximation [33]. In Ref. [36], the authors calculated these decays in the nonrelativistic
QCD (NRQCD) approach at the next-to-leading-order (NLO) in the QCD coupling «.
It is interesting that the leading-order (LO) results for these channels, except for the
decay BYf — J/WUp*t are in agreement with our predictions, while the branching ratios
obtain substantial enhancement after including the NLO QCD correction, which provides
a large factor K. We wonder whether these results will still be stable with the higher order
corrections, such as the next-to-next-to-leading-order (NNLO) contributions, involved. In
Ref. [63], the branching ratios are calculated in the relativistic quark model using v/c
expansion for B, and the charmonium, and the obtained results are smaller than most
of other predictions, including ours; for example, their results are only about one third
of our predictions in most cases. Certainly, the results given in the QCD relativistic
(potential) models [66, |67] are also small. As mentioned earlier, the results calculated
using the PQCD approach are sensitive to the types of wave functions for B, meson (the
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traditional zero-point wave function and the light-cone wave function). For example, if
taking the light-cone wave function for the B. meson, the branching ratio of the decay
B} — nent will reach (5.2728) x 1073 [29], which is much larger than (2.98712%) x 1073
obtained using the traditional zero-point one. From Tab. [X| one can find that the ratio

of the branching fractions Ry /» = % = 0.08140.011, which is consistent with

the value Rg/» = 0.079 & 0.007 & 0.003 given by the LHCb collaboration [69)].
If replacing P(V') with D(D*), the branching ratios of the corresponding decays B, —
N.(J/¥)D(D*) can be obtained by their decay widths:

(GrViVeam3,)" (1 =12 —13)

I'(B, —»n.D) =
( D) 32mmp,
x|ay fpFy <™ (m) + ag fr. " (ma ), (79)
GrViVam3 )2 (1 — 12 — 12,
F(BC%UCD*) — ( FVepVed Bc) ( Tnc TD)
327’(’ch

X |ay fp- Fy <" (m.) + as fr AJY"(m2)

Ne
(GrViVearn,)" (1 =13, = 1)
32mmp,
x|ar fp A=Y (D) + az e FLeP (m?)]%. (81)

% (80)

(B, — J/UD) =

For the decay B. — J/WD*, the corresponding decay width is the summation of the
three polarizations:

I'(B, — J/¥D*) = SJQZB (|AL(B. = J/¥D*)[* + 2| Ay (B, — J/UD")|?

+2|Ar (B, — J/UD")?), (82)
where the three polarization amplitudes Ay, Ay and Ap are given as

GF * 2

.AL (Bc — J/\I/D*) = ﬁ cb‘/;dm%c {—(]_ — 7’3/\1, - TD*)

alfD*(l + TJ/\II) B J/V , 9 CszJ/\I/(l + TD*) B.D* (2
QTJ/\II Al (mD*) + 2’["D* Al (mJ/‘I/)

ai M fp+ BeJ/W o asafyw B.D* 9 }
A ¢ . _I_ —A c m ’
2y (1 +715m) (mp-) 2o (L +7pe) " 2 (M)

* G * c
Ax (Be = JJ¥D") = = Z5ViVeamy, larfprpe (14 7o) AT (mhy.)

+as frwryw (1 +71p+) AP (mg/q,)], (84)

VA
¢ 1—|—TJ/\1;

o Forrp VB (1)
FopurapwV o (m?f/w)} ’ (85)

A
n a2\/72

1+ 7rp-
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TABLE X: CLFQM predictions for branching ratios (1073) of B, decays to final states con-
taining a ground-state S-wave charmonium (7. or J/¥) and a charmed meson. The errors are
induced by the same sources as in Table [[X]

mode This work 33] | [32] | [34] | [64] | [60] | [67] | [70] | [68]
B} — n.Dt ] 0.22F5:0070014002 1 0,012 | 0.15 | 0.19 | 0.06 | 0.05 | 0.14 | 0.10 | 0.44
B — J/yD* | 0.20+390+0-0040-03 | 9.009 | 0.09 | 0.15 | 0.04 | 0.13 | 0.09 | 0.09 | 0.28
BY = n.D* [ 0.31F0 010601001 1 0.010 | 0.10 | 0.19 | 0.07 | 0.02 | 0.13 | 0.10 | 0.58
BY — J/yD*F [ 04130000400 | — 10.28 | 0.45 | 0.18 | 0.19 | 0.28 | 0.28 | 0.67
BY = n.Df | 64470100201 054 | 2.8 | 44 [1.79] 5 | 2.6 | 2.5 |12.32
Bf — J/yDF | 6.097311 10505 041 | 1.7 | 34 [1.15| 3.4 | 1.5 | 2.2 | 8.05
BY = Dt [ 6.97T0 15017089 | 0.44 | 2.7 | 3.7 | 1.49 | 0.38 | 2.4 | 2.0 | 16.54
BY — J/¢D:t [ 9.03T000 0054035 — | 6.7 | 9.7 | 44 | 5.9 | 5.5 | 6.0 |20.45

with Ay = A (1, 5w r%*) YR <1, ., 7“?1/\1/)- As for the decay widths of the
decays B. — n.(J/¥)Dy(D?%), they can be obtained by performing the replacements
D — Dy, D* — D¥ Vg — Vs in Egs.([[9)—(83). The calculation results are listed in Tab.
Xl One can find that our predictions are a little larger than most of other results, but are
smaller the the PQCD calculations. The branching ratios of the decays with D involved
are at least one order larger than those of the corresponding decays with D™ involved.
This is because the CKM matrix element V., associated with the former is much larger
than V_4 associated with the latter. All of these decays with the ground-state S-wave char-
monia involved have large branching ratios, which lie in the range of 107% ~ 1073 and can
be detected by the present LHCD experiments. In Ref. [24], if assuming that the spectator
diagram dominates and that factorization holds, one can obtain the approximations

I'(B} — J/V¥D}) T(Bf — D*D})
[(Bf — J/Un+) = D(B+ — D*rt)’
(B} — J/¥D:*) T(Br— D*D;")
I(Bf — J/UD+) ~ T(Bf — D*D?)’

Bpsjnt (86)

RD’S**/DJ =

(87)

which were measured as Rpt jne = 2.90£0.57+0.24 and Rpe+ pr =2.37£0.56£0.10 by
the LHCD collaboration [24], and given as Rp+ )+ = 2.76£0.47 and Rpx+ pr = 1.934+0.26
by ATLAS [71]. From our calculations, these two ratios are obtained as

I'(Bf — J/VDY)
I(Bf — J/Urnt)
I(Bf — J/UD:)
I'(Bf — J/VDYF)

Rpt s = — 3.09 4 1.05, (88)

where the value of R+ Jx+ 18 consistent with the measurements given by LHCb and
ATLAS, while Rp-+ /p#+ can explain the ATLAS result within errors.
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Next, we consider the decays with the P-wave charmonia involved in the final states.
The P-wave charmonium can be Y., Xc1 or h.. The decay widths of the decays B. —
X P(V), heP(V) are given as follows

2
‘GFVcbVanlfP(V)szCFOBCXCO (m%(\/))‘

I'(Be = xaP(V)) = Cp— (1=r%),  (90)
2
‘GFVcqu*qal fom Age (m3) ’ )
r (Bc — X01P> = 327TmB (1 - TXcl) ’ (91)

where the subscript ¢ = d(s) in the CKM element V,,, for the decays with 7, p(K, K*)
involved. For the decays B. — x4V, the corresponding decay widths are the summation
of the three polarizations

D(By = xaV) = g (IAu(Be = xa V)P + 2 Ay (B = xaV)P
Tmp,
+2|Ar (B, = xaV)|?) , (92)

where

GF * 1 )‘(1>T2c ar\z/) cXec

Ay (B = xaV) = ViV fymy 5 { e P ()
—(1 =12, =)A= )V ()] (93)

G
An (B:_ — Xclv) = _71; CZqualfvszJv (1 - 7°><c1) VlBCX61 (m%/) ) (94)

Gr . ALY

.AT (Bc — XdV) = \/§ Cquqalfvm%c’l“v ABCXCl (m%,) . (95)

1— TXe1

It is noted that the analytic formulae of the decay widths between the decays B, —
h.P(V) and B. — x1.P(V) are similar. Summing the branching fractions of the these
decays in Tab. [XI|, we find that the results of the decays with 7+ (p*) involved are about
one order of magnitude larger compared with those of the decays with K (K*") involved.
The difference mainly comes from the the CKM matrix elements: the former involve a
larger factor V4 ~ 1, while the latter is associated with a smaller factor V,; = A ~
0.225. Our predictions are comparable to most other theoretical results, such as the
QCD-motivated RQM based on the quasi-potential approach [72], the NRQM [59], the
RCQM [73]. The branching ratios of the decays B. — xco(1)P (V') predicted by most works
have a common property: Br(B. — x«oP(V)) are much larger than Br(B. — xa1P(V)).
This characteristic can be tested by the present LHCb experiments.

If replacing P(V') with D(D*) in the upper decays, the branching ratios of the corre-
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TABLE XI: The CLFQM predictions for branching ratios (1072) of B, decays to final states
containing a P-wave charmonium and a light pseudoscalar or vector meson. The errors are
induced by the same sources as in Table [X]

mode This work [72] | [59] | [73] | [74] |[75] | [76] | [28] | [77]
BY = xeom | 0.66700 0017008 10.21] 0.26 | 0.55 | 0.28 [ 9.8 | 0.31 | 4.2 | 1.6
Bf = xart | 0.13+000+0.00+0.00 | 2 10.0014 | 0.068| 0.07 [0.089]0.021 | 0.05 |0.51
BY — her™ | 0.96700510-02401% 1046 053 | 1.1 | 0.5 | 16 [ 0.98 | 6.2 |0.54
B = xeopt | 1691000005020 10.58| 0.67 | 1.3 | 0.72 [ 33 | 0.76 | — |58
BY = xapt | 0435501000106 [0.15] 0.1 | 0.29 | 0.29 | 4.6 | 0.23 | 1.47 | 2.8
BY = hept | 2427000 0001000 | 1.0 1.3 | 25 | 12 | 53| 22 | 12423

BF — xeo kT 0052500010001 70.0060.016] 0.02 0.042{0.0021 | — [0.023| 0.32 |0.12
0.000+0.000+0.000

B — xe1 KT10.01073:3900-000+0-00010.015(0.00011/0.0051(0.00052] — [0.0016| 0.004 0.038

BY — h Kt (0.07510 0010001 16:00010.035( 0.041 [0.083{0.0038 | — |0.074| 0.47 [0.043

B — xeoK*T(0.0961 0 0050001 0-61110.04 | 0.037 | 0.07 [0.0039| — [0.045| — |0.33

B — xe K*T(0.0271 0501 T0-000+0-0001 0.01 [ 0.0073 | 0.018 | 0.0018 | — [0.017|0.0707| 0.18

B — heK*H | 0.13+3:0040-0040.02 1 71 0,071 | 0.13 {0.0068| — | 0.13 [0.0618[0.13

sponding decays B. — Xco(1)(he)D(D*) can be obtained by their decay widths:

. 2
T (Bc S XCOD) _ (GF‘/;b‘/;dm%c) (1 B T>2(c0 - T%)

32mmp,
xlarfo Fy ™ (mh) + ag froo o (3, )P, (96)
L(B. — yaD") = (Gﬂcmdm%;)j ﬂ(f e =)
x|ay fo- Fy X0 (mip.) + az o Ay (m3 ), (97)
P (B, - xaD) = Cmdm;férni_rid —
x|ar foVe X (mp) + azfr Fy P (m3,, . (98)

For the decay B. — x.D*, the corresponding decay width is the summation of the
three polarizations:

r (Bc — Xch*) = 87I'|7p;12 (|AL(BC — Xch*)|2 + 2 |AN (BC — Xch*)|2
Be

+2|Ar (B, = xa D)%), (99)
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TABLE XII: CLFQM predictions for branching ratios (1073) of B, decays to final states con-
taining a P-wave charmonium (x.0, Xc1 or he) and a light pseudoscalar or vector meson. The
errors are induced by the same sources as in Table [Xl

mode This work [78]
BF = xeoD* (007550061 0001 "0.001 | 0-033
BF — xaD* [0.01900057 00006001 |0-14 x 107
Bf — heD" |0.07555001 0001 0010 0-066
Bf — xeoDy | 2:2970017007 05 0.88
BY — xaDF | 0.60T001 003009 10.20 x 1072
Bf — heDy | 2247501001105 1.58
BF = xeoD*F| 017000700001 | 0.042
BF = xe1D*+0.05455001 50000 0000 | 0-026
BY — heD*t | 0.117550+0-00+0.03 0.071
BF — xeoD;T| 2497007095705 0.84
Bf = xa Dyt 123500 000007 0.49
B — heDyt | 24100000505 1.34

where the three polarization amplitudes Ay, Ay and Ar are given as

G
Ap (B. = xaD*) = “EViVemy {—(1 =12, —1%.)

V2

ay fp«(1 — 1y, e
o L= Tl o g,
TXcl

a1>\1fD* B 9 a2)\2f . B.D*
V cXel « —MA c 2 1
@) 7 )t g T ey e () 100)

_Gr,,
\/i cb
_'_azchl,rXcl (1 + TD*) AlBCD* (mid)]’ (101)

2TD* Xcl

a2 fr o, (1 4+ 7p- .
2ch ( D )AchD (m2 ):|

Bexel

Ay (B; = xaD") = Veam3, [a1 fperps (1 —1y,) V] (m3.)

al\/rl

G
Ar (Bc — Xch*) =z *Vcdszc [ fD*TD“LVBCXC1 (sz*)

\/§ < ]' - TXCl
a2\/)\_2 . D*
+mecerclvB P (micl)} ; (102)

with Ay = A (1,72 ,75.) A = A(L,7D.,72 ). As to the decay widths of the chan-
nels B, — Xeo(Xe1)Ds(DY), they can be obtained by performing the replacements
D — D, D* — D! Vg — V. in Egs. (O6)—(I02). The branching ratios of the these
decays are given in Tab. [XII, where we also list the results given by the Salpeter method
[78]. This method is the relativistic instantaneous approximation of the original Bethe-

Salpeter equation.
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TABLE XIII: CLFQM predictions for branching ratios (x1073) of the decays B, — X (3872)M,
where M represents a light pseudoscalar, a vector meson, or a charmed meson. The errors are
induced by the same sources as in Table [[X]

mode This work [14] | [79] | [30]
BY — X(3872)nt | 0.257000T0-01H0:03 1 0.17 | 0.27 | 0.06
B — X(3872) K 00201000010 0010-600 [0.013]0.025]0.0047
BF — X(3872)p% | 0.637001 005 008 041 — | -
BE - XEST)K 003600000 0004 | -
BF — X(3872)D* |0.033X0:001 0005 0.000|
BF — X(3872)D*"|0.078X5:00, "0 607 0006 | —
Bf — X(3872)D | 1.00%0:055015010 | —
Bl — X(3872)D;t| 1780000 00 | —

Though the X (3872) has been confirmed by many experimental collaborations, such
as CDF [80], DO [81], Babar [82] and LHCb [83], with quantum numbers JF¢ = 1++
and isospin I = 0, there are still many uncertainties. Though many different exotic
hadron state interpretations, such as a loosely bound molecular state [84-188], a compact
tetraquark state [89-92], ccg hybrid meson [93, 94], glueball [94], have been put forward,
the first raidal excitation of 1P charmonium state y.;(1P) as the most natural assignment
has not been ruled out [96-98]. By assuming the X (3872) as a 17" charmonium state,
we calculate the branching ratios of the decays Bf — X (3872)M (here, M represents a
light pseudoscalar, a vector meson, or a charmed meson). The analytic expressions of the
corresponding decay widths are similar to those of the decays B. — x. M listed in Eqgs.
(@T)), [@2)), [@8)) and ([@9). In Tab. [XIII| we list the branching fractions of the decays B. —
X (3872)M. One can find that our predictions for the decays Bf — X (3872)n (K ™) are
consistent with the results given in the PQCD approach [79], while they are much larger
than those calculated in the generalized factorization (GF) approach [30]. Certainly, some
of these decays studied using the CLFQM about 15 years ago [14], the differences between
our predictions and the previous calculations are induced by taking different values for
some parameters.

Lastly, we turn to the branching ratios of the decays with the radially excited S-wave
charmonia, such as 7.(2S,35) and ¥ (35, 35), involved in the final states. The correspond
decay widths are similar to those of the decays B, — n.M, J/WM, where M represents
a light pseudoscalar, a vector meson, or a charmed meson (D®), Dg*)). As we know, in
order to compare with experiments, the ratios

Rys)rapw = Br(Be = ¢(25)n)/Br(B. — J/¥n), (103)

Ry @s)/n. = Br(Be = ne(25)m)/Br(Be = nem), (104)

are often used. If we still employ the traditional light-front wave functions for the radially
excited chuarmonia given in Eq.(25]), we will get larger branching ratios than most other

theoretical predictions; even worse, the obtained value Ryg)/7/w = 0.467 is much larger
than the experimental data Rysy/w = 0.268 & 0.032 4= 0.007 &= 0.006 given by PDG
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[39]. There exists a similar case in Ref.[15], so we follow the same strategy by choosing
the modified harmonic oscillator wave functions:

3
T\ [dp. 20 p2 +p? P2+
hg = 4 (@) d—meXp (—5 7 L ) (ag — by 57 ), (105)

3
T\ /dp. 3°p2 + p? p24+pt (W +pP)?
P = 4 (@) s exp (—5 3 = ) (a3 — b3 3 = 4 @Tl).(l%)

In order to keep the orthogonality and normalization for the wave functions of these
radially excited states, one needs to introduce a factor n% into the exponential functions
in these wave functions, which can be determined by fitting the data of the correspond-
ing decay constants. Similarly, there exists a 1/n exponential dependence factor in the
wave functions of the hydrogen-like atoms, which are obtained by solving the Schrodinger
equation. In Ref. [15], the authors supposed that the parameters shown in Eqs. (I05)
and ([I00) are the same as those for Y(2S5) and Y(3S) under the heavy quark effective
theory, which are given as [105]

a; = 1.88684, by = 154943, § = 1/1.82,
a3 = 2.53764, b3 = 5.67431, c3 = 1.85652 (scenario I). (107)

It is noted that these parameters are determined by assuming that the Y (iS)(i = 2, 3)
mesons have the same 3’ values as that of 5} for T(15). In fact, under this assumption,
once the value of § is fixed, these parameters given in Eq.(I07) can be determined using
the orthogonality and normalization for the wave functions of these ground and radially
excited states. That is to say, if we only replace By with R the values of parameters
as2.3, b2 3, c3 are not changed. We call this case as scenario I (SI). As another possibility,
we also assume here that each value of ' in the wave functions of J/¥ and (25, 35)
is different but with 6 = 1/1.82 fixed, then we can get another group of values for these
parameters:

as = 1.99718, by = 148536, & = 1/1.82,
az = 3.00375, by =5.54952, c3 = 1.49566 (scenario II), (108)

which are called as scenario II (SII). In this work, we calculate in these two scenarios

for the B. decays with 1(25) or 1(35) involved in the final states. By using these
modified wave functions for ¥(2S5), one can obtained that Ryg)/se = 0.212 £ 0.071
in SI, which is consistent with the data. At the same time, the tensions between our
predictions with other theoretical results are greatly reduced. For example, the branching
ratio Br(B} — 1.(29)7") = (7.701315739310-82) x 10~ using the traditional light-front
wave function for 7.(25), while Br(BF — 1,(29)7") = (3.35750515:05+0-89) x 107* by
replacing with the modified wave function in SI, which are close to the results given by
Refs.[33, 199, 101, 102]. This is similar for the decay Bf — 1(25)n*. The branching
ratios of the decays Bf — 7.(25)nr" and B — ¢(25)7™ in SI are close to each other;
this is also supported by most of the other theoretical predictions shown in Table XIV]
Furthermore, the differences of the branching ratios of the decays B. — J/W(2S)P(V)
between these two scenarios are not large, while they are very different for the decays with
N.(25) involved. So one can use the decay channels B, — 7.(25)P(V) to check which
scenario is more accurate by comparing with the future experimental data.
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TABLE XIV: CLFQM predictions for branching ratios (x10~*) of the decays B. — ¢(25)P(V),
1:(2S)P(V') with P(V') representing a light pseudoscalar (vector) meson. For each decay channel,
we calculate both in scenario I (upper line) and scenario II (lower line). The first two errors
for these entries correspond to the uncertainties from the lifetime and the decay constant of
the initial meson B,, respectively. The last one is from the parameter § in the modified wave
functions of the radially excited charmonium (2S5) or n.(25).

mode This work [99] | [100] | [101] | [33] | [66] |[102]] [103] | [15] | [104] | [29] | [58]

Bf —p@S)nt | 418000 [ 3.7 1.39 | 0.63 | 2.2 | 2.0 |2.66| 1.42 [2.97| 6.7 | 48| 1.1

+0.04+0.01+0.99
2‘5270.0470.0170‘75

Bf - ¢@S)Kkt | 0337001000008 10.29]0.109 | 0.04 |0.16| 0.089 | — [0.102[0.23| — | — | 0.1

+0.01+0.00+0.08
0'2070.017040070.06

Bf = ¢(28)pt | 11.93T0 200820 11| — | 16 | 63| 48 683 — | — | — | — | L8
7 18+O.13+0.04+2.84
*+2-0.13-0.04—-2.15
Bf — ¢(2S)K*+ | 0.7075:012+0-029+40-20 10.57| — [0.081(0.34| 027 | 41 | — | — | — | — |0.098

+0.0140.01+0.15
0'4270.017040870.13

Bf = nc28)nt | 3.35F0 5800245 | 24| 1.44 | 2.2 | 24| 066 | 287|167 | — | 103 | 14 | 1.7
0 46+O.01+0.01+0.31
*+¥—0.01-0.01-0.21
Bf - n.2S)Kt | 02770 01T300+009  10.18|0.117| 0.16 [0.18| 0.049 | — [0.119] — | — | — | 0.1
0 036+0‘001+O‘000+0‘025
. —0.001—-0.001—-0.017
Bf = n.(28)pt | 854715004293 |1 55 (1246|525 | 55| 14 | — 0356 — | — | — | 36
1 17+O.02+O.01+0.79
*+1-0.02—-0.02—-0.53
Bf = n.28)K*+ | 0.49F001T0-00+017 10,26 |0.239 | 0.25 [0.28|0.0715| — (0191 — | — | — | 0.2
0 067+O‘001+O‘001+O‘045
. —0.001—-0.001—0.030

In Table [XV] we calculate the branching ratios of the decays B. — ¢(25)D)(Dy,)),
1e(25) D) (D). From our calculations and the numerical results, we find the following
points:

1. The branching ratios of the decays with 7.(2S5) involved are more sensitive to the
shape parameter §'. For example, for the decays B — nc(QS)D(J;),nc@S)DE:;,
their branching ratios in SI are about five times larger than those in SII, while for
the decays B} — 9(25)D(,),¢(25)D{, the differences of the results between these

two scenarios are less than two times.

2. The branching ratios of the decays with DF or D involved are at least one order
larger than those of the corresponding decays with D or D** involved. It is because
the former (the latter) are suppressed (enhanced) by the CKM matrix elements.

3. On the whole, the predictions in SII are closer to other theoretical results than those
in SI, which supports that taking different value of the shape parameter 5 for each
radially excited charmonium is more reasonable.

At present, only a few papers have studied B, decays with 1(3S) or 7.(3S) involved,
which are listed in Tables and Most theoretical predictions show that the
branching ratios of these decays are about or less than 10~ Meanwhile, for the decay
B — n.(38)7*, its branching ratio was predicted as 1.4 x 107 in the PQCD approach
[29], where the authors obtained that the branching ratios of the decays B. — 1.(2S5)n"
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TABLE XV: CLFQM predictions for branching ratios (x107%) of the decays B. —

¢(2S)D(4;)(D?$),nC(QS)D?;)(DEk:)'). For each decay channel, we calculate in SI (upper line)
and SII (lower line). The errors for these entries are the same with those in Table [XIV]

mode This work (103] | [15] | [99] | [66] [100] |[[33]

Bf —¢(28)DT | 0.7150 01 000 0T 0.0156(0.138| 0.24 | 0.073 | 0.07(0.11) [0.11
0 44+0.00+0.00+0.17
+++-0.00—-0.00-0.13
B = ¢(285)D*+ | 0.92F018F005H02T | 1.29 | 042 | — | 0.052 - _
0 61+0.01+0.00+0.20
*~+—0.01-0.00—0.16

Bf = ¢(25)DF | 10.92801553974387 | 2,69 | 3.08(5.25 | 1.2 |2.57(3.94) | 44

+0.12+0.84+41.79
6'67—0.12—0.75—2.71

B - ¢(2S)Dit | 19.2570530 2008 1 272 1885 | — | L7 —~ -

+0.22+40.16+4.53
12'60—0.22—0.27—3.12

BY = n.(28)D*T | 0.351001 000016 10.0364] — |0.057| 0.022 |0.161(0.21) | 0.2
0 079+0.001+0.001+0.037
. —0.001-0.001-0.027
Bf = n.(28)D*t| 0.50T9-0140-00+0.15 1 9292 | — | 0.21 |0.00078[0.12(0.185) |0.11
0 13+0.00+0.00+0.05
+++—0.00—0.00—0.04
B} = n.(28)D} | 10.627 1508081 | 446 | — | 0.67 | 0.785 | 5.81(7.4) | 8.7
2 36+0.04+0.52+0.62
+2¥—-0.04—0.60—0.34

Bf = n.(28)Drt | 11.07+02040174362 | 356 | _ | 45 | 02 |4.61(6.13) | 4.4

+0.05+0.08+-1.34
2'76—0.05—0. 14-0.79

and BI — 1.(3S)r" are almost equivalent. Our prediction for the branching ratio of
the decay B — n.(25)n% is about 2.5 times larger than that of B — 7.(35)7" in SL
Certainly, the difference between Br(BS — 1.(25)n™) and Br(BF — n.(35)7™) in SII is
more than one order. There exists a similar relation between the decays B — ¢(25)n™
and Bf — ¥(3S)nT. So we suggest that the ratios Br(BS — n.(25)r")/Br(Bl —
n.(3S)n™) and Br(Bf — (2S)n")/Br(Bf — ¢(35)r™) can be measured by LHCb
experiments to distinguish which shape parameters for these radially excited charmonia
are more appropriate. In Ref. [106], the authors calculated the branching ratios of
these decays by using the improved Bethe-Salpeter method. Their results of the decays
B. — ¢¥(3S)P(V), where P(V) represents a light pseudoscalar (vector) meson, agree
with our predictions in SI within errors. Meanwhile, there exist larger divergences for
the branching ratios of the decays B. — 1,.(35)P(V) with other theoretical results. The
relativistic independent quark model (RIQM) based on a flavor-independent interaction
potential was used in Ref.[100], where two groups of results corresponding to two sets of
Wilson coeflicients were obtained.

If replacing P(V') with Dy)(D{,)), we can study the branching ratios for the decays
Be = ¢(35) D) (D{)); ne(35) D) (D)), which are listed in Table XVIIl Just as in the
case of the decays B. — 1(25)D(5)(D{,), ne(25)Ds)(D{,)), the branching ratios of the

decays with DY involved are much larger than those of the decays with D™ involved
because of the CKM factors. In addition to the RIQ model, some of these decays are
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TABLE XVI: CLFQM predictions for branching ratios (x107°) of the decays B. —
Y(3S)P(V),n.(3S)P(V), with P(V') representing a light pseudoscalar (vector) meson. For each
decay channel, we calculate both in SI (upper line) and SII (lower line). The errors for these
entries are the same with those in Table [XIV]

mode This work [100] |[106]|[29]
Bf = ¢(3S)rt | 16157055 000 1004 | 4.7(4.8) | 3.11 | 48

+0.03+0.00+3.30
1 ‘80—0.03—0.00— 1.29

Bf = ¢(3S)K* | 1.28T005 1000188 10.35(0.36)[0.214] —

+0.00+-0.00+-0.26
0. 14—0.00—0.00—0.10

+0.82+0.27+49.03
B —¢(35)p* 46.477 0850 66-—24.91 - 3.35 | —
5.15+4-48+0.02+9.57
19 448-0.04-3.71
* +0.05+0.04+2.87
0 31+0.01+0.00+0.56
91 _0.01-0.00—0.22

B} — n.(38)n™ | 13.5050 51000 148" | 4.7(4.8) | 2.16 |140

+0.01+4-0.00+1.14
0'29—0.01—0.00—0.29

Bf = n.(38)K* | 1.07T50:0240-00+ 113 10.38(0.39)[0.153| —

++0.000+0.000+0.090
0.024Z 500 0.000-0.023

B = ne(39)p™ | 34.361 0501549022 114.9(15.5)| 4.29 | —

+0.0140.01+42.91
0.76 2001 -0.01-0.73

B = n.(39)K*T| 197001001 106 [0-79(0.81)[0.225 —

£0.001+0.000+0.017
0.044 76 001-0.000-0.042

also researched by using the improved Bethe-Salpeter method [103], where the branching
ratios of the decays B. — (35)D**,n.(35) D" are consistent with our predictions in SI.
Whereas, the branching ratio of the decay B — 1(35)D™ is predicted as 3.62 x 107% and
much smaller than our result. We predict that some of the decays with 7.(3S) or 1(3S)
involved, such as B, — 1.(35)p, B. — ¥(35)D, might have larger branching ratios (up
to 1071) and may be accessible at the High Luminosity Large Hadron Collider in the near
future.

Comparing Tables [X] XIV] and one can find that there is a hierarchy for these
decays:

Br(B. — J/UP(V)) > Br(B, — ¥(25)P(V)) > Br(B, — %(3S)P(V)),  (109)
Br(B. = n.P(V)) > Br(B. = n.(28)P(V)) > Br(B. = n:(35)P(V)), ~ (110)

where P(V') represents a light pseudoscalar (vector) meson. This is because for the decays
with the higher excited charmonia involved, the phase spaces are tighter, and the form
factors are smaller and less sensitive to the change of the momentum transfer ¢2.

IV. SUMMARY

In this work we study the form factors of B. decays into charmonia in the coari-
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TABLE XVII: CLFQM predictions for branching ratios (x107°) of the decays B} —
¢(3S)D(4;)(DE:§), 776(3S)D(J;) (DE:')—) For each decay channel, we calculate in scenario I (up-
per line) and scenario II (lower line). The errors for these entries are the same as those in Table

XIV1

mode This work [100] [103]

B} —(3S)Dt | 1.68T003H0-06H1-510.02(0.092) [3.62 x 1073
0 25+0.01+0.02+0.33
+4<“_-0.01-0.02—0.17
B 5D 2TEGRRARL | -] s
0 47+0.01+0.00+0.60
. —0.01—-0.00—0.27

0.89416.394-50.71
B — ¢(3S)DF | 50.58 )50 16 es a4 0y | 6.6(7.9) 3.76
7 74+0.14+0.96+4.44
+1%-0.14—-0.89—-1.16
+ *+ +1.03+1.11454.11
9 42+0.17+0.42+2.13
©+4—0.17—0.44—5.89

BY = ne(3S)D* | 135750, 055 gy [ 0:21(0:36) | —
0 095+0.002+0.015+0.133
: —0.002—-0.013-0.071
B = ne(38)D*F| 1957003000005 10.032(0.09)] —

+0.00+-0.00+4-0.24
0'18—0.00—0.00—0.10

B = 1e(3S)D | 4111+ 131984287 1 7 79(11.5) -

+0.06+0.61+4-0.85
3'33—0.06—0.68—1.66

B = n.(38)Dxt| 43.19+16+1.05437.26 1 3 9(4.6) -
3 83+0.07+0.28+4.90
*29—-0.07—0.29—2.47

ant light-front quark model. Here, the charmonia refer to the S-wave mesons, such as
J /¥, n,., the corresponding radially excited states, such as ¥ (25, 35),7.(25,35), and the
P-wave mesons, such as Xco, Xe1, he and X (3872). Certainly, the form factors of the

B. — D™, DY transitions are also considered for the purpose of the branching ratio
calculation. We find that the analytic expressions for B. — S, A transition form factors
can be obtained from those of B, — P,V analytical expressions by some simple replace-
ments. The form factor FB<(VB//¥) has been calculated by many approaches, most
results of which lie in the range of 0.5 ~ 0.7 (0.5 ~ 1.0). We obtain a moderate value
FBene = 0.6(VP//¥ = (.76). This can be used to check which method is more favored
by comparing to the future experimental data. Compared with the form factors of B,
transitions to these two ground-state S-wave charmonia, those of B, transitions to the
radially excited S-wave charmonia, P-wave charmonia and charmed mesons are smaller.
Except for each form factor at the zero recoiling point, we also calculate the corresponding
one at the maximally recoiling point. Furthermore, we plot the ¢*-dependence for each
transition form factor. Then we calculate the branching ratios of 80 B, decays with a
charmonium involved in each channel. We find that the decays Bf — J/¥(n.)nt(p*) and
B — J/¥(n.)DF(D:") have larger branching ratios, which can reach the order of 1073,
while most other decay channels have smaller branching ratios, which are suppressed by
1 ~ 3 orders. These predictions will be tested in the future by the LHCb experiments.
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Appendix A: Some specific rules under the p~ intergration

When preforming the integraion, we need to include the zero-mode contribution. It
amounts to performing the integration in a proper way in the CLFQM. Specificlly we use
the following rules given in Refs. [10, [11]:

i = PAY + .4, (A1)
7 op = g, AP+ P.P,AY (P pP,) AY Al A2
PPy = Ay + Ll Ay +(uql/+qu ) As + Qud Ay, (A2)
/ .
Zy = N +ml2 —m2+ (1 —22,) M” + (¢*+ ¢ P) piqqu, (A3)
1 I 1 1 P qL 2 1) 4(1
P R A T R ) m
2 1 v, q)’ 2
AP = (V) = Ta®, AP - e () g
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